This research interprets and explains how and why the British newspapers such as: The Guardian, the Daily Mail and The Independent, have (de)legitimized the NSA Snowden revelations of 2013. The study uses a critical discourse analysis to understand what media framing techniques are used by the media sources and how can they be explained by looking at the core ideologies and news values of the newspapers. The corpus used for the analysis includes ninety articles in total, consisting of thirty per newspaper. The frames are identified using Entman's (1993; 2005) definitions of media framing. They are then explained using the (de)legitimisation techniques by Van Leuuwen and Wodak (1999) in a comparative manner. The analysis reveals that The Guardian focuses on deligitimising surveillance and justifying their decision to cooperate with Edward Snowden on the basis of legality, public interest, morality and power abuse. The Daily Mail legitimises surveillance using arguments concerning security, counterterrorism and citizen protection while concentrating on Snowden's personal life, love, lifestyle and character. The Independent follows an informative narrative to raise awareness about the scandal through a politically autonomous stance. It allows the readership to shape their opinion on the subject by presenting them with contra and pro surveillance arguments.
Introduction
Mobile social media and advanced technologies make people experience an increase in mass surveillance and a violation of their privacy. Such events as the 9/11 in the USA, the 7/7 in the UK and the Snowden NSA revelations contributed to the rapid increase of the media discourse concerning surveillance technologies and tactics utilized worldwide both in the UK and internationally (Bernard-Wills, 2011) .
Edward Snowden, a former CIA employee, earned a status of a 'whistleblower' after releasing information about mass-surveillance programs run by NSA and the 'Five Eyes' Intelligence Alliance, consisting of Australia, NZ, the USA, the UK and Canada, to selected media sources. The story swiftly gained worldwide attention and the topics regarding surveillance, personal privacy and security threats were extensively covered by the media.
While analysing all media coverage concerning the Snowden affair, it is vital to obtain a holistic perspective about the scandal. This research narrows it down and presents a CDA of the British newspaper coverage on the issue. As noted by Fowler (1991) , journalistic discourse is representative of the facts about a story, however, the linguistic discursive can be reflected in ideologies, values or beliefs of the newspaper editorials and the information provided is limited to the access to reliable sources and documents (p. 10-13) . Such strategies are used to influence the target audience, therefore it is vital to examine how surveillance-related issues are represented, opposed or justified in various news media outlets (Branum & Charteris-Black, 2015) . A deficient media coverage would not succeed in highlighting Marble Research Papers the mass surveillance practices as pressing concerns on a global scale and would not be able to stimulate public debate on that matter therefore media uses various discourses to influence the audience and appeal to their values and ideologies.
Previous research indicated a clear gap in the media analysis of Snowden's revelations, therefore the objective of this research is to explore and explain how and why the British newspapers have (de)legitimized the NSA Snowden revelations of 2013. This is done by scrutinising ninety articles from newspapers that differ in their core ideology including: The Guardian (liberal), Daily Mail (conservative) and The Independent (centrist). The framework of (de)legitimization strategies established by Van Leeuwen and Wodak (1999) is applied to the analysis of the selected articles from each of the newspapers. Furthermore, the theory of media framing is used to identify reoccurring themes within the articles from each newspaper, which can be linked to their ideology.
The study begins with a literature review, which outlines the ideologies and values of the media and the existing surveillance and NSA revelations research. Following, it presents the analytical framework with definitions and explanations of media framing, sourcing, ideologies and the (de)legitimisation techniques. Then, the study explains the methodology and the CDA. Next, it shows the findings and the analysis of three newspapers and explains the identified frames using excerpts from the articles. Lastly, it discusses the results in light of the literature review and presents a summative conclusion.
2. Literature Review 2.1.
Ideologies and values of the media Following a normative view, the media is regarded as a fourth estate2 fulfilling the tasks of democracy through informing citizens and shaping public discourse. As the fourth estate, a media system is expected to hold governmental, judiciary, and executive powers to be accountable. According to the Habermasian (1989) ideal of a discursive public sphere, the media should enable rational discussions.
Yet, the media constitute a platform in which different actors and content compete for interpretative dominance of the media discourse. The resulting media discourse does not necessarily reproduce public opinion or real-world events but may present biased interpretations toward elite due to certain power constellations (Hackett, 1984; Klein & Maccoby, 1954; Strömbäck, 2008) .
Some scholars claim that access to information on national security issues by the media is restricted. Therefore, it is more difficult for the media to maintain its role of a watchdog in this field (McGarrity, 2011; Hefroy-Milscher, 2015) . Hefroy-Milscher (2015) mentions the barriers that journalists encounter when trying to function as a 'fourth estate' when it comes to reporting on salient events and refers to the 'journalist-source relationship ' (p. 257) . The author challenges the role of the media as an 'agenda-setter' and calls it 'agenda silencing' especially when it concerns intelligence-related events. The author further claims that "the purpose of media coverage is to communicate and legitimise silences orchestrated by state, legal, or intelligence censorship" and to report on "what other media know, rather than publicising new facts" (ibid.).
Ideologies and values are key motivators for newspapers to tell a story with a particular twist, to evoke specific reactions from the targeted audience and to understand the world through an explanatory lens. O'Neill and Harcup (2010) tentatively propose ten news values that newspapers use to choose their stories which include: "the power elite, celebrity, entertainment, surprise, bad news, good news, magnitude, relevance, follow-up and newspaper agenda" (p. 279). Nevertheless, these values only play a role when addressing a specific audience and adhering to what they wish to view. Van Dijk (2001) defines an ideology as "beliefs shared by groups" and claims that ideologies are not always negative, because they can "serve to establish or maintain social dominance, as well as to organize dissidence and opposition" (p. 14). Consequently, ideologies help newspapers to organise their thoughts and tell a story through a desired angle.
Nevertheless, Fowler (1991) states that "values are in the language already, independent of the journalist and of the reader", which shows that an ideology "is already imprinted in the available discourse" (p. 41-42). Hence, it is an inevitable result of writing. Fowler (1991) further notes that "perception and understanding involve the active deployment of mental schemes and processing strategies" that are known to the reader prior to processing an article (p. 43). This tacit knowledge enriches the readership with the ability to understand and perceive a story through a personalised lens.
All of the aforementioned aspects are significant elements for conducting a CDA of newspapers.
While carefully scrutinising the articles, the values, ideologies, target audience and the presumed bias of an editorial have been considered. Understanding how these factors help journalists in producing relevant news material can further explain their linguistic choices and the style of their narrative. This research takes these aspects into consideration both when identifying the frames present in the newspaper articles and the (de)legitimisation techniques employed.
Surveillance and Snowden revelations research
It is important to note that research analysing the media discourse concerning the Snowden revelations is only beginning to appear. Commonly, the object of research is more personal and focuses rather on individual journalists or personalities, such as Glenn Greenwald (Rice, 2015; Salter, 2015) or Edward Snowden himself (Branum & Charteris-Black, 2015; McLeod and Shah, 2014; Schulze, 2015) .
For example, Di Salvo and Negro (2015) analysed four international newspaper outlets (New York
Times, The Guardian, The People's Daily, The South China Morning Post) and discovered that they are all consistent in framing Snowden as a 'whistleblower'. Di Salvo and Negro (2015) also mention that research containing an analysis of newspapers from differing countries implies the "consideration of the limits of comparing different journalistic cultures and media systems, which inevitably affect the practice of journalism and editorial choices" (p. 816). This means that the samples used in an analysis are not representative of the entire journalistic culture, but they highlight a solid part of it.
Barnard-Wills (2011) highlights the increase in technology and surveillance-related media coverage in the UK and finds that the media discourse mainly varies from limiting personal liberty to reducing criminality. Foucault (2007) considers surveillance to be a tool for security and a state power to protect the population. Branum and Charteris-Black (2015) examine three major UK newspaper outlets:
The Guardian, The Sun and the Daily Mail and look at how they report on the Snowden revelations. Their claim is that the written articles are biased in accordance with the editorial's ideology, target audience and news values. The Guardian reports on surveillance revelations. It describes surveillance as deceptive, extensive and implies that it presents risks for democracy and lawfulness. The main narrative follows legal, moral, and public-support arguments to justify the narrative of the authors. The Daily Mail
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Jie Qin (2015) uncovers how social media frames the Snowden revelations in comparison to traditional journalism through the use of semantic network analysis. He found that social media users associate Snowden's case with "whistle-blowers, bipartisan issues, and personal privacy issues", whereas journalists from established editorials associate it with "issues of national security and international relations" (p. 175-176) . Furthermore, Qin (2015) found that media frames on social media and legacy news differ with respect to word selection and salience. Word selection is a selective use of keywords and carefully crafted hashtags to appeal to the audience (p. 174) while word salience means that "the degree of centrality of a word suggests the importance of the word in the network" (p. 175).
Analytical Framework

Media research: framing, sourcing and ideologies
In order to understand how a newspaper's ideology or values impact the way the information is presented to a viewer, this research uses the theory of media framing. Entman (2004) defines this technique as "selecting and highlighting some facets of events or issues, and making connections among them so as to promote a particular interpretation, evaluation, and/or solution" (p. 5). The media manipulates the way people receive and interpret socio-political issues through media framing, which successfully shifts or focuses the audience's attention to particular details, phrases, events or issues, in order to limit or shape the reader's understanding of a specific subject matter (Gamson & Modiglini, 1987) . Frames are applied by the media in "the presence or absence of certain keywords, stock phrases, stereotyped images, sources of information, and sentences that provide thematically reinforcing clusters of facts or judgments" (Entman, 1993, p. 52) . Therefore, frames create a context to a problem, offer a possible interpretation, suggest a way of coping with it and adapt the narrative to fit the source ideology or set of values. Insofar, as the rhetorical devices used differ, the most common ones used in newspaper articles are metaphors, analogies, stereotypes, inferences, references to history and priming (cognitive associations already present in a person's mind) (ibid.). Many problems can be framed, but the most common ones are situations, attributes, choices, actions, issues, responsibility and news (Hallahan, 1999) .
Sourcing is an important aspect of framing, as the sources used by the media are driving forces for ensuring legitimacy, credibility, trustworthiness and reliability to the readers (Gandy, 2015) .
Nevertheless, the selection of sources used by authors can reflect a form of bias, which deviates them from rational argumentation and persuasion. Instead, they engage in coercive techniques to influence the tone and direction of the presented information (Greenberg & Hier, 2009, p. 465) . Sourcing is especially significant in surveillance and security news coverage, as media outlets often have direct access to secretive information from state officials or other authoritative sources. 
Figure 1: Stages of Media Reporting
Framing was selected as an analytical method, as it is relevant for examining newspaper articles using the CDA. This method is especially useful when the topic of analysis (NSA revelations) can be interpreted and viewed in different ways, depending on the source, which in this case is a newspaper editorial (Chong & Druckman, 2007) . The following chapter elaborates on the (de)legitimization techniques used to identify the frames present in the newspapers.
(De)legitimization techniques
This research focuses on identifying legitimation techniques used in the newspaper articles to legitimise or delegitimise surveillance. These techniques are then applied and connected to possible frames related to the Snowden revelations. The framework on legitimation used in this study is based on Van
Leeuwen's and Wodak's (1999) , van Dijk's (2005) and Van Leeuwen's (2007) semantic multimodal approach. The approach has been effectively applied in similar studies concerning surveillance legitimisation by the news, broadcasting media, the government or in general, using legitimisation techniques in political sciences research (see Barnard-Wills, 2009; Schulze, 2015; Lischka, 2017 , Reyes, 2011 Tiainen 2017) . This approach specifies four legitimisation categories that can be observed in discursive practices including:(1) authorisation (2) rationalisation, (3) moral evaluation and (4) mythopoesis ( Van Leeuwen & Wodak, 1999) .
Van Leeuwen (2007) defines these categories in the following way: (1) authorisation is "legitimation by reference to the authority of tradition, custom and law, and persons in whom institutional authority of some kind is vested", (2) rationalisation is "legitimation by reference to the goals and uses of institutionalized social action, and to the knowledge society has constructed to endow them with cognitive validity", (3) moral evaluation is "legitimation by (often very oblique) reference to value systems" and (4) mythopoesis is "legitimation conveyed through narratives whose outcomes reward legitimate actions and punish non-legitimate actions" (p. 92). Furthermore, van Dijk (2005) explains the strategy of positive and negative self-presentation used in biased accounts of scandals (p. Berger et al. (1998) stipulate that legitimation can be viewed as "a process by which cultural accounts from a larger social framework in which a social entity is nested are constructed to explain and support the existence of that social entity, whether that entity be a group, a structure of inequality, a position of authority or a social practice" (p. 380). Van Leeuwen (2007) adds to this and claims that legitimation focuses on the 'Why', thus "Why should we do this? And Why should we do this in this way?" (p. 93). Furthermore, using legitimacy in discourse can have powerful effects on a larger scale.
This is because discourse, which delegitimises certain actions can lead to the disempowerment and loss of privileges, which were used to meet objectives, especially in institutions (Reus-Smit, 2007, p. 161-162) .
The semantic categories of legitimisation are applied to the identified frames used by the selected newspaper editorials from the newspapers including: The Guardian, The Independent and the Daily Mail. The articles from each news source are analysed, key themes and frames are identified, the information is summarised and key quotes are collected. Then, the visible frames are examined in light of the legitimisation and de-legitimisation arguments.
Methodology
The study assumes a critical discourse analysis approach. CDA is an analytical method, which "studies language use in speech and writing as a form of 'social practice'" that is socially constructed and conditioned in cultural, ideological and historical context. It shows a "dialectical relationship between a discursive event and the situation(s) or social structure(s), which frame it" (Fairclough & Wodak, 1997, p. 271-280) . In summary, Fairclough and Wodak (1997) state that CDA addresses social problems and discursive power relations, dominance and inequality and the way they are reproduced (p. 258). CDA proved to be a useful method in combination with the study of legitimation techniques (see Wodak, 2001, p. 2) and analysis of media discourse (see Fairclough, 1995) .
Based on the chosen approach and methodology, social constructivism is a paradigmatic approach, which fits with this research the most. Guba and Lincoln (1994) explain social constructivism and state that knowledge is a product of social interaction, interpretation and understanding and that the creation of knowledge can vary based on social, political, cultural, economic, ethnic and gender factors (p. 113). These constructions are subject to continuous revision in different contexts, where consensus can be built (ibid.).
In order to get a holistic perspective on how the British newspapers framed the NSA revelation, three newspaper sources representing a different political ideology were selected and served as units of analysis. The Guardian was chosen, as it represents a left-wing, liberal ideology, the Daily Mail was selected as a right-wing, conservative newspaper and The Independent as a centrist one. The Guardian is crucial for this analysis, as it was the first newspaper to publish the information regarding NSA leaks.
It is critical of surveillance and is protective of its reasoning why disclosing Snowden's findings to the world was a right thing to do. The Daily Mail assumes a neutral standpoint, ignores whether surveillance should be portrayed as good or bad, and employs a descriptive narrative of the NSA revelations, focusing more on Edward Snowden's individual life, motifs and reasons to initiate the scandal. The The articles from the aforementioned newspapers were identified using the LexisNexis database.
The following keywords were applied during the search: Edward Snowden, NSA, surveillance and 'whistle-blower'. The articles were included if they fell into the timeframe from 5th June 2013 (when The Guardian published the first article regarding the leaks) until 1st August, 2013 (Edward Snowden was granted asylum in Russia). The timeframe focuses on the summer of 2013, which was the period when the information about NSA revelations was leaked for the first time by Edward Snowden, and when media attention was high. The LexisNexis (Lexis Uni) search, using the timeframe and the specified keywords showed 34 articles for The Guardian, 36 for the Daily Mail and 32 articles for The Independent.
After careful screening of the titles, 30 most relevant articles were selected for each newspaper, making a total of 90 articles used in the analysis. The duplications of the articles were disregarded and not included in the study. Articles on stories irrelevant to the search, for example about people holding the same surname as Snowden or unrelated subjects were omitted as well.
The analysis included four steps: (1) deductively identifying the framing techniques used by the newspapers, based on their ideology and news values (see Table 1 ), (2) linking the identified frames with the (de)legitimization techniques such as authorization, rationalization, moral evaluation and mythopoesis, which are defined in Chapter 3.2., (3) detecting the frames and illustrating them by excerpts and keywords used by the authors of the articles, (4) searching for overlaps between the frames and the techniques to justify how the newspapers either legitimised or delegitimized surveillance. Table 1 presents the codebook used for the selection of newspaper articles and analysis. Furthermore, the (de)legitimation techniques are applied to the newspaper articles only if they are clearly identifiable in the text. For example: one newspaper may be only using legitimization through (1) authorization and
(3) moral evaluation and the other strategies such as: (2) rationalization and (4) mythopoesis may not feature in the discourse. 
Findings and Analysis
After the analysis of the articles, the following frames were identified per newspaper. The Guardian used: lawfulness and public interest, protectionism of Edward Snowden and power abuse and morality.
The The corpus includes thirty articles written by thirty different journalists. The most common frames used by The Guardian were: lawfulness and public interest ( Table 2) , protectionism of Edward Snowden (Table 3) and power abuse and morality (Table 4 ). These frames are illustrated by the excerpts. When linking these frames with the (de)legitimisation strategies of Van Leeuwen and Wodak (1999) , we can conclude that The Guardian was legitimising its decision to publish the report about NSA surveillance programs and delegitimising government surveillance through the use of strategies such as:
(1) authorisation, (2) rationalisation, (3) moral evaluation and (4) mythopoesis. The observations about these findings are described below.
a. Lawfulness and public interest America's supreme law that outlines the structure of the government and fundamental laws that shall always be adhered to. There is also a frequent mention of the Bill of Rights, especially the First Amendment, which ensures the freedom of speech and the freedom of press and the Fourth Amendment that safeguards the right to security and privacy against unreasonable searches and seizures. The Guardian aims at appealing to the public by making them aware of their fundamental rights and tries to raise awareness about the fact that the surveillance programs are unjust, unconstitutional and not transparent.
This frame manipulates the audience into delegitimising surveillance on the basis of legality, thus appealing to the public interest and fundamental rights. The (de)legitimisation techniques from Van Leeuwen (2007) which fit this narrative are: (1) authorisation, (3) moral evaluation and (4) mythopoesis. As seen in 1. "The reason why a loyal ex-soldier broke cover was not to aid an enemy. It was to inform a friend, his own country. He was simply outraged by the lies told to Congress by his bosses about NSA operations. As Harvard's Stephen Walt said, Snowden was performing a public service in drawing attention to a "poorly supervised and probably unconstitutional" activity"
(2013, July 10, The Guardian), 2. "It was a life that, in his own words, Snowden decided to "sacrifice" in order to reveal the extent and reach of US surveillance techniques" (2013, June 12, The Guardian),
3. "Any charges against him should be ones to which it is possible to mount a public interest defence (…) It must be for a civilian jury to decide whether Mr Snowden's actions are more troubling and significant than the documents and practices which he has exposed. Mr
Snowden must be able to come in from the cold. And America must do more to help make This frame fits with (2) rationalisation and (4) mythopoesis. Snowden's actions are rationalised and legitimised to make the readership think that his actions were thoughtful and intelligent, which automatically increases his authority during the scandal. The 'whistleblower's leaks are also declared as a normal and natural thing to do ( Van Leeuwen, 2007 Through power abuse and morality, The Guardian aims to show that the programs used for the NSA operations were too extensive, intrusive and able to track back anyone's traces left on the internet. 
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Guardian in quote 4, such as: ill-defined, nebulous, inadequate, wrongdoing and disproportionate show how the newspaper wants to discredit the American legal framework that it operates within.
The (de)legitimisation techniques applicable to this frame are (1) authorisation, (3) moral evaluation and (4) mythopoesis. The Guardian delegitimises surveillance by referring to the abuse of power by the intelligence authorities and the US government by making a reference to the authority of persons vested with institutional powers. Furthermore, it uses moral evaluation to trigger the reader's mind to believe that it is wrong to have their privacy extensively interfered with, without prior authorisation. Lastly, mythopoesis is used to "punish non-legitimate actions" (Van Leeuwen, 2007, p. 92), which in this case are the surveillance programs (XKeyscore and Prism).
Daily Mail
The Daily Mail is a middle-market, tabloid newspaper (compact page size) with focus on entertainment.
The corpus selected for the analysis consists of thirty articles, written by twenty-nine different The Daily Mail uses mythopoesis technique according to Van Leeuwen and Wodak's (1999) classification. The journalists try to delegitimise and punish Snowden's actions claiming that they betrayed America and his workplace and caused unnecessary harm. Furthermore, the tabloid legitimises and normalises surveillance by making it sound unimportant and minimises its shock-value. This can be explained by the conservative ideology of the newspaper. Throughout all articles, the surveillance is viewed as an act in favour of the citizens, protecting them and the country from terrorism and harmful actions. This is further explained in the next chapter.
b. Justifying surveillance The third frame focuses on emphasising Snowden's personal life, dwelling on his past, present and future. The journalists mention his girlfriend, Lindsay Mills, and her sentiments over her boyfriend's disclosures. Her blog, profession and hobbies are featured and her character seems to be used in the stories to invoke feelings of sensitivity and empathy. It is because Snowden kept his plans secretive and left her alone once the revelations were published by The Guardian and The Washington Post to escape and seek asylum. She is framed as a ballerina, pole dancer and blond girlfriend who was abandoned by her loved one.
Quotes 1 and 3 present Snowden's 'lavish lifestyle' and luxury, mentioning the hotels he stayed at, the places he travelled to and his salary. This creates an imagery of hypocrisy that Snowden cares more about his personal comfort than the impact of his disclosures. The newspaper calls Snowden "young, naïve, idealistic and not short on self-righteousness" (quote 2), which undermines him, questions his reliability, credibility and authority. Personalisation is a key element of this frame, as the news source focuses more extensively on Snowden's privacy rather than the context of the revelations, recommendations and implications.
Here, (3) moral evaluation and (2) 3. "Whatever The Guardian, with its head in the clouds, may believe, the British government has an obligation to protect this country's strategic and economic interests in a world in which foreign governments are ruthlessly pursuing theirs" (2013, June 18, Daily Mail),
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Research Papers 4. "Even the BBC, which normally treats The Guardian as its house journal and guiding star, has so far not followed up the paper's latest overblown revelations with as much enthusiasm as might have been expected. Perhaps the Corporation can see that this is a story which tells us far more about The Guardian than anything else" (2013, June 18, Daily Mail).
The Daily Mail's narrative also focuses on discrediting other newspapers, especially The Guardian. Words and phrases used to describe The Guardian are: "head in the clouds", "it always knows better" and "glories in betraying Britain" (quote 1, 2 and 3) . The Daily Mail tries to impose its ideology and values on the audience. It inflicts their view that The Guardian betrayed Britain, by revealing the surveillance operations carried out by the US and other countries to the world. For example, quote 2 presents a title of an article, which frames The Guardian as a traitor to Britain, who glories in their victory of disclosing official secrets to the public.
The Daily Mail deliberately refers to The Guardian as a delusional news source and claims that the British government has a duty to be a guardian of its country's "strategic and economic interests"
(quote 3), especially when other countries act selfishly and ruthlessly protect their own interests.
Furthermore, a reference to the BBC is made, which supposedly considers The Guardian as "its house journal and guiding star" (quote 4). The Daily Mail emphasises that "even" the BBC did not react enthusiastically about The Guardian revealing the NSA secretes, as was expected of the broadcasting station. This was done to criticise its decision to publish the incriminating information and support the 'whistleblower'.
The ( 
The Independent
The corpus from The Independent, a politically autonomous online tabloid consists of 30 articles written by eighteen different authors. It is evident that the newspaper tries to be impartial and contextualise the stories that it covers. It focuses on the representation of accurate facts, quotes and the course of The main frames identified are: an informative narrative, impartiality and protectionism of Snowden. The (de)legitimisation techniques that can be applied are (1) authorisation and (2) rationalisation.
(De)Legitimizing Surveillance Revelations through the Media Lenses 17 a. Informative narrative Table 9 : Illustration of 'informative narrative'
1. "NSA's sheer size, the vast financial resources at its disposal, and its capacity to surreptitiously gain access to the most sensitive and heavily protected electronic communications of friends and foes alike is both breath-taking and frightening. With more than 30,000 military and civilian personnel, half of them military servicemen, and an annual budget now estimated by intelligence community insiders at more than $10bn, NSA is by far the largest, and arguably the most powerful, agency in the US intelligence community" Throughout almost all articles, it is evident that The Independent does not take sides and tries to present the story as it really is showing it from different perspectives. Such a linguistic tactic allows the readers to formulate their own opinions about the issue. For example, quote 1 refers to the discontent of the EU about the Prism programme, which monitors the internet activities of users of Google and Apple.
However, it also mentions an opinion poll, wherein "62 per cent of Americans" believe that surveillance is just and effective in preventing terrorist attacks. Quote 2 also shows two sides of a story through the use of phrases such as "an intriguing dilemma", "on the one hand" and "on the other hand". The aforementioned quote refers to what impact Snowden's disclosures had on Russia. Furthermore, quote 3
shows that The Independent tries to avoid presenting its own opinion, imposing their ideology and views on the reader and instead, aims at quoting what other people said. This is done to allow the reader to have an interpretative freedom for the news item.
In this frame, none of the (de)legitimisation techniques can be applied. It is because impartiality of The Independent is a technique of the editorial in itself, which aims at reinforcing its goal of being politically autonomous and unbiased.
c. Protectionism of Snowden (Schulze, 2015) , Finland (Tiainen, 2017) and NZ (Kuehn, 2018) . Similarly, these frames feature in the Marble Research Papers research of distinctive media sources such as Twitter and UK broadcasting news (Qin, 2015; Lischka, 2017) .
The study resonates with the Habermasian (1989) claim that media should encourage public debate, as it functions as a fourth estate in democracy. It also proves that the public has to be cautious in understanding and constructing the meaning based on the interpretations given by the media, as they may be biased, which is highlighted by Klein and Maccoby (1954) and Hackett (1984) . Echoing Hefroy-Milscher (2015) it seems that the content of the media coverage illustrated by the excerpts from the newspapers proves that in many cases the media communicate silence, hiding important facts, which is comfortable to the state. Instead, they publicize substitute, less important, often private information to stimulate public interest and attract the target audience. It is in line with what O'Neill and Harcup (2010) say, that newspapers present stories centered around polarized eye-catching topics, important personalities and their lives, instead of focusing on what really matters.
Ideologies, values and beliefs of newspapers play a substantial role in their discursive narratives. The study seems to prove that each newspaper tells the same story through a different lens, focusing on distinctive aspects of it and narrating it with varying political angles. The results of this study are in line with Fowler (1991) who confirms that the linguistic discursive of editorials is affected not only by their ideologies, but also by access to reliable sources (p. 10-13). Since journalists rely on official sources for their storylines, "those in positions of social and political power have considerable ability to influence what is covered in the news" (McChesney, 2000 , p. 49 in Harcup, 2003 which is reflected in this analysis. The Guardian cooperated with Snowden, hence it obtained the richest corpus of information from the official documents. The Daily Mail focused on Snowden's private life, 'gossip' and demeaning other media, which indicates its lack of access to reliable sources. The Independent collected data from diverse sources to form a holistic perspective on the topic. Consequently, a reader with no prior knowledge about the problem could interpret the storyline substantially differently depending on what newspaper they read. Entman's (1993) definition of framing is useful, because the frames provide the context to the scandal, offer an interpretation and propose a way to cope with it.
The (de)legitimisation techniques by Van Leeuwen and Wodak (1999) prove to be an effective instrument to explain how the NSA revelations were framed by the newspapers and to understand the arguments of the journalists. It is worth noting that the legitimising arguments which rationalise surveillance as a means for counterterrorism are also linked to "moral evaluation of public security", as stated by Lischka (2017, p. 678) . This reasoning is also in line with Foucault (2007) who claims that surveillance is a tool of the state to protect its citizens. The delegitimising arguments highlighted in this study centre around the moral evaluation of core values such as: democracy, freedom of press, transparency, public interest and liberty which are important for the wellbeing of the citizens in democratic states.
Although this research is informative, there are several limitations to this study. While aiming at assuring triangulation of different analytical techniques by combining two analytical frameworks, media framing and (de)legitimisation techniques, a balance between an in-depth analysis of the corpus of the articles and understanding the debates about the use of the frameworks constituted a challenge.
Furthermore, the analysis identified more frames and themes, which would be interesting additions to the results, however, the content would be less concise, less structured and longer. Other themes visible in all three newspapers involved referring to the worldwide reactions to the scandal, quoting responses of individual countries and focusing on individual politicians or supranational bodies, such as the EU or (De) Legitimizing Surveillance Revelations through the Media Lenses 21 the UN. It would be interesting to analyse the US-EU relations post-Snowden or examine the government reactions to the crisis, as done for Germany by Schulze (2015) . Furthermore, using a different database for the article search, for example Factiva 4 , might have disclosed other or more articles than LexisNexis.
Conclusion
While this study attempts to propose the explanation of how and why the Snowden revelations were In conclusion, the analytical framework and methodology employed in this study can be used by other researchers investigating the power of media in shaping the understanding of contemporary events and phenomena. Furthermore, the results can be used as a way to comparatively examine the responses of other countries to the NSA scandal with the reactions of the British press. Marble Research Papers 8. Annex 
